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the other side try to tear down the
Census head count in order to build it
up with a statistical adjustment.

What seems to be forgotten is how
good the 2000 Census really was. The
Census Bureau announced that com-
pared to the last Census, the
undercount of African Americans may
have been cut in half. The undercount
of Hispanics also was cut by more than
half. The undercount of American Indi-
ans was reduced by more than two-
thirds, and the elderly and children
have never been counted so well.

The preceding Congress appropriated
an unprecedented $6.5 billion for the
Census effort. Let us take a moment to
see what the American people received
for their tax dollars.

This 2000 Census reversed a three-dec-
ade drop in the questionnaire mail
back response rate.

The 2000 Census reached more Ameri-
cans, including those living in the
hardest to count communities, than
ever before.

The 2000 Census established a first-
time-ever paid advertising campaign
that focused on educating the Amer-
ican people on the importance of the
Census participation.

The 2000 Census included more than
140,000 local, State and national part-
nerships to promote Census awareness
and participation. The 2000 Census in-
cluded a Census in the Schools pro-
gram, that reached out to millions of
students and parents nationwide to
promote Census awareness and partici-
pation.

And for the first time, with the 2000
Census, Americans were able to file
their Census forms electronically using
the Internet.

There are Members of this body who
are quick to focus on the limited num-
ber of people that chose not to partici-
pate in this Census. But I will point
out for the record that Census 2000
found and counted nearly 99 percent of
the population, more than any other
Census.

This Census dramatically reduced the
traditional undercount of children, the
poor, and members of minority com-
munities.

Regardless of what side of the adjust-
ment debate a person falls, this Census
was one of the best in our Nation’s his-
tory. Opponents of a real head count
said it could not be done. They said we
could not improve upon past Censuses.
They said that the undercount would
most certainly grow larger. They said
we must sample and adjust people be-
cause they will not answer the call.

But we said no. We must do every-
thing we can to get an actual head
count. Get out there and advertise,
educate, involve local officials, spread
the word, make it easier for people to
be counted. An actual enumeration is
what the Constitution calls for. It is
what the Supreme Court called for, and
it is what public law calls for.

And now we can and should stand
proud and say, it worked. An unprece-
dented 99 percent of our population was

counted. All the efforts to get an accu-
rate head count paid off.

Mr. Speaker, I call on my colleagues
to congratulate the hard efforts of
those career civil servants in the Bu-
reau who worked long and difficult
hours.

I call upon my colleagues to remem-
ber and congratulate the thousands of
State and local volunteers and count-
less others in each and every one of our
districts who partnered with the Bu-
reau to make the head count such a
success.

While the news regarding the Census
has been good, the political rhetoric
surrounding the Census threatens to
taint the entire effort.

For months now, relentless pressure
has been placed on President Bush and
Secretary Evans to use the controver-
sial adjustment plan known as sam-
pling to recreate people that may not
have been counted.

My position on adjustment has not
changed. Adjustment is a Pandora’s
box, filled with unintended con-
sequences, legal uncertainty and inac-
curacy. Some would have us to believe
that this decision is simply about sta-
tistics. Load the numbers into the
computer, hit enter, and that is your
answer. Adjust or do not adjust.

These people could not be further
from the truth. The adjustment deci-
sion has far-reaching legal, political
and social consequences. Adjustment
simply has too many risks and unin-
tended consequences to be justified for
any Census, and particularly because
we have such a great Census taking
these risks even seems more unjusti-
fied. Instead, we should all be thrilled
with the incredible inroads made with
the differential undercount. Signifi-
cant reductions occurred in the
undercount rates for African Ameri-
cans, Hispanics and American Indians.

The 2000 Census head count is one we
all can and should be proud of.

f

MANAGED CARE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
last night, we heard our President talk
all about accountability. He wants our
schools and our teachers to be more ac-
countable to their students and the
parents. This literally patterns after
what is in a lot of our State laws and
in the State of Texas.

He wants government to be more ac-
countable to its citizens, and I think
we all agree with both of those prem-
ises.

Mr. Speaker, I also appreciate the
President’s support for HMO reform,
and hopefully similar to what the law
is in the State of Texas. HMOs should
be accountable to their patients, just
like schools should be accountable to
their students and parents, and govern-
ment should be accountable to the tax-
payers and citizens.

President Bush told us last night
that he wants to promote quality
health care through a strong, inde-
pendent review organization, and I
agree. The independent review organi-
zations had been instrumental in the
success of the Patients’ Bill of Rights
in the State of Texas.

But the independent review organiza-
tions, the IROs, are powerless if health
plans can ignore their recommenda-
tions without consequences. By pro-
viding legal remedies in State courts,
patients have a layer of protection that
ensures health plans will do the right
thing.

As much as the President talks about
frivolous lawsuits, we have not seen
that thing in Texas called a frivolous
lawsuit. In fact, after 3 years on the
books, our patient protections there
have been less than five lawsuits filed
in 3 years, less than five. That is hard-
ly the glut of lawsuits that opponents
of patient protection seem to fear.

The Texas plan for HMO reform has
worked because the binding inde-
pendent review protects health care
plans from being held liable for puni-
tive damages. You can provide that
protection in there. But on the flip
side, the HMO plans, the health plans
know that if they ignore those inde-
pendent review organization rec-
ommendations, they will have to an-
swer in State court.

That is a powerful incentive to do the
right thing.

The Bipartisan Patient Protection
Act includes these important account-
ability provisions, while still pro-
tecting employers and health care
plans from frivolous lawsuits.

The Bipartisan Patient Protection
Act ensures that HMO plans who follow
the recommendations of that external
review board cannot be held liable for
punitive damages. It also limits the
amount of damages that can be award-
ed so that the plans are not forced to
pay arbitrary sums.

Without accountability provisions,
though, patients are defenseless
against their HMO plans. They have no
remedy if an HMO ignores the rec-
ommendation of the review board or
acts in bad faith. Without account-
ability, a Patients’ Bill of Rights pro-
vides no protections at all.

We have to have accountability, just
like we do from the government to our
taxpayer. Mr. Speaker, managed care
plans seem content to write the rules,
but they cry foul when we want them
to play by those same rules. It is time
we level the playing field on the Fed-
eral level, just like a lot of our States
have done, and ensure that HMOs pro-
vide the medical care that they agreed
to do.

That is why we should pass the Bi-
partisan Patient Protection Act.

f

LET US SUPPORT THE
PRESIDENT’S INITIATIVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am de-

lighted to be here today following the
address of President Bush to our col-
leagues and to the Nation regarding his
priorities and where he hopes to take
our Nation in the next 4 years during
his administration.

Let me first commend him for identi-
fying and discussing a number of issues
that I would expect Democrats and Re-
publicans to agree on wholeheartedly.

He mentioned Head Start specifi-
cally. He talked about the environ-
ment. He talked about a military pay
increase for the personnel first before
we buy new equipment.

He talked about our continuing ef-
forts to increase the budget at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. He pledged
to restore integrity to the Social Secu-
rity system. He offered what is a blue-
print for Medicare reform, and specifi-
cally one piece that was music to my
ears, an effort to pay down the na-
tional debt.

Now, if we listened to the other side
of the aisle this morning, those baying
at the moon, suggesting somehow that
this is an irresponsible blueprint of fis-
cal remedy, who have argued against
tax cuts, argued for more spending and
consistently raised rhetoric that some-
how this whole process is irresponsible
from the start, it begs the question.
Whose money is it really? If you stay
around Washington or any of our cap-
ital cities around the country and you
remain in the room with politicians for
very long, they will convince you it is
government’s money.

That theme plays out today on na-
tional talk radio as they launch an ag-
gressive attack to demean the Presi-
dent’s proposal, again suggesting it is
irresponsible and telling us that they
have a better plan.

Having come to Congress in 1994, I re-
member the legacy left us by the ma-
jority party, at that time the Demo-
cratic Party, which was a ballooning
deficit, out-of-control debt, increasing
allocations annually for interest to pay
on the debt, no ability to reign in
spending, and when they really ran
into rough sledding in the high degree
of deficits, they blamed Ronald
Reagan.

As a member of the Committee on
Ways and Means and a Member of Con-
gress, I can assure the American public
listening to me that the only persons
who can effectuate tax cuts, spending
proposals are the Members of Congress,
the House and the Senate, as pre-
scribed by the Constitution.

Yes, President Reagan recommended
tax cuts, and he was successful in con-
vincing Congress to pass them, but
along the way they were careless in not
reducing spending to offset that re-
duced amount income. So we borrowed
against the legacy of future genera-
tions to fund the programs that were
near and dear to the hearts of Members
of this body. We have a chance to do
something different now. When we pro-
posed paying down the debt and bal-
ancing the budget, we were told by

then-President Clinton we could not do
it in 13 years, maybe 11 if we tried
hard. Lo and behold, we suggested 7, we
did it in 4, and now we have what is
surplus dollars in the Treasury.

The call from the other side is to
spend, spend, spend more money on pri-
orities. I think if you listened to the
President clearly last night, he out-
lined priorities that meet the test of
time, are designed to help society’s
most vulnerable, are prepared to pro-
tect our domestic tranquility and our
national security and really go about
changing the fundamental way we con-
duct our mathematical equation here
in this body.

Now, my colleagues can complain
and can obfuscate and can deride his
proposals, but I believe in my heart
that at the end of the day they will
come around to suggest and rec-
ommend that these are not irrespon-
sible cuts.

Mr. Speaker, I remember last year
when we proposed, I believe, some $600
billion, potentially $700 billion tax re-
lief to the constituents, we call it tax
relief, but it is really refunding of over-
payment, we were told that number
was exorbitant. It was out of sight, it
was out of mind. It would explode the
deficit.

Yet, I hear the number bandied about
by the other side of the aisle that they
may accept $900 billion. What a dif-
ference a year makes. What a dif-
ference a year makes.

Let us focus on trying to resolve first
and foremost our disagreements on key
policy issues, but let us also take a mo-
ment to recognize the hard work of
every American who sends their money
to Washington and hope they can do
some good with it, hope we can im-
prove the infrastructure of our Na-
tion’s highways, strengthen Social Se-
curity, provide for the military pay in-
crease as necessary and do the kind of
things that society should do for its
constituents.

As the President suggested last
night, charities are no replacement for
government, and I am a supporter of
some of the involvement government
has in our daily lives. But if we keep
the money here, if we keep it on the
table, and we suggest somehow we will
pay down the debt, folks, get with it
and get real, it will not happen.

Once there is an excess of money left
on the table, there is a program in
every Member’s district that deserves
that surplus, and we will argue and we
will debate and we will spend.

Let us join together, support the
President’s initiative, give the tax-
payers some real relief, give them some
of their overpayment of surplus reve-
nues back to them so they can spend it
in their communities, on their chil-
dren, figuring out their future and let-
ting the government take less of their
take-home pay on a weekly basis.

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 70), and I ask unani-
mous consent for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 70

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be, and he is hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

Committee on Small Business: Ms. CAPITO
of West Virginia.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider is laid on the

table.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WU) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WU addressed the House. His re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.)

f

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON AGRI-
CULTURE 107TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. COMBEST) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COMBEST. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, pursuant to Rule XI, clause 2(a) of
the Rules of the House, a copy of the Rules
of the Committee on Agriculture, which were
adopted at the organizational meeting of the
Committee on February 14, 2001.

Appendix A of the Committee Rules will in-
clude excerpts from the Rules of the House
relevant to the operation of the Committee.
Appendix B will include relevant excerpts from
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. In the
interests of minimizing printing costs, Appen-
dices A and B are omitted from this submis-
sion.

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

I. GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) Applicability of House Rules.—(1) The
Rules of the House of Representatives shall
govern the procedure of the committee and
its subcommittees, and the Rules of the
Committee on Agriculture so far as applica-
ble shall be interpreted in accordance with
the Rules of the House of Representatives,
except that a motion to recess from day to
day, and a motion to dispense with the first
reading (in full) of a bill or resolution, if
printed copies are available, are non-debat-
able privileged motions in the committee
and its subcommittees. (See appendix A for
the applicable Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives.)

(2) As provided in clause 1(a)(2) of House
rule XI, each subcommittee is part of the
committee and is subject to the authority
and direction of the committee and its rules
so far as applicable. (See also committee
rules III, IV, V, VI, VII and X, infra.)
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